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British Indians from the step to which they are committed, as above
mentioned, in the event of the Government's unfavourable decision.
/ have etc.,
ESSOP ISMAIL MIA
CHAIRMAN,
BRITISH INDIAN ASSOCIATION
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203.   TRIAL OF SORABJI SHAPURJI-I
[JOHANNESBURG,
July 8, 1908]
The first case called was that of Sorabji, charged under Act No. 2 of 1907 with
being in the Colony without a permit.
THE MAGISTRATE:   What do you plead?
ACCUSED:   [in a clear voice] I am not guilty.
Superintendent Vernon stated that he arrested the accused on the 4th instant1 He
called upon him to produce a registration certificate under the Act2 or his autho-
rity to enter or reside in the Colony. He replied: "I have no authority or regis-
tration certificate." Witness then charged him under section 8, sub-section 3 of the
Act. Accused entered the Colony on June 24 last at 6.09 p.m. He saw accused
every day up to the date of his arrest.
[SUPERINTENDENT VERNON:] (cross-examined by Mr. Gandhi) Accused knows
English. He knows it well enough to understand what I said to him.
[GANDHIJI:] And well enough to comply with the Immigration
Restriction Act?
[VERNON:] I have nothing to do with that.   I cannot give any opinion.
Mr. Chamney, Registrar of Asiatics, said he did not know accused, but a man of
the same name applied through the Magistrate's office at Volksrust on April 22,
1908 for a permit. He applied for registration and not for a certificate of registration
under the Act* Witness considered the claims of the applicant and found that he
was not entitled to registration and he informed the Magistrate of Volksrust accor-
dingly. Witness conveyed the instructions to the police to arrest the accused,
though the instructions did not originate with him.
Gross-examined, [he said that] the application made by the defendant was for
voluntary registration in accordance with the compromise with the Government.
Witness explained that he did not know how the defendant came to be in
Volksrust. The compromise was intended for those in the Colony or those who had
1 The Transvaal Leader version of the trial has "the 3rd July, 1908" while Indian
Opinion does not mention the date.
2 Act 2 of 1907